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Response to the Symposium Participants
Peter H. Schuckt
It is both fitting and gratifying that Diversity in America l has elicited such
richly diverse comments from the Symposium participants. Their contributions
teach me about some of the implications of my own book. More important,
they refine and advance the debates that I had hoped to provoke in writing it.
For all this, I am indebted to the participants, and I offer my responses in the
same constructive, analytical spirit that their comments so admirably exhibit. I
shall try to do so without repeating much of what I wrote in the book. One
purpose of this Symposium, after all, is to get non-participants to pick it up and
read it.
WILLIAM GALSTON
I agree with virtually everything that William Galston writes in his
comment. Particularly compelling is his final point. It is important, he observes
there, to consider the many prudential difficulties entailed in efforts to promote
diversity (as distinguished from the easier task of protecting it), but, his
argument continues, we must not "turn these prudential difficulties into matters
of general principle.,,2 Galston makes this observation in the course of agreeing
with me both that these difficulties are profound and "that liberal societies
ought not to regard fostering diversity as an end in itself," but then he goes on
to insist that
to the extent that the promotion of diversity serves as a means for the attainment of
legitimate liberal purposes, there is in principle no reason why the law cannot do so.
If it is true that integration, not merely non-discrimination, in public education is
needed to achieve the promise of equal citizenship and civic unity, then the public
effort to create schools in which races and ethnic groups learn and play together
cannot be dismissed as a misunderstanding of the rule oflaw.3
For this reason, Galston is right that a "distinction between coercive
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I. PETER H. SCHUCK, DIVERSITY IN AMERICA: KEEPING GOVERNMENT AT A SAFE DISTANCE
(2003).
2. William A. Galston, Liberal Government, Civil Society, and the Rule of Law, 23 YALE 1. &
POL'y REv. 15,23 (2005).
3. Id. at 22. Galston writes that "Schuck knows" that "the line between protection and promotion is
not so bright," id. at 21, but goes on to suggest, through the example of public school integration, that I
sometimes overlook this fact. As I explain in the next paragraph, we agree on that particular example, so
the problem is in my exposition of the distinction.
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